The Secretary allocated $42,500 of the proffered settlement
sum among 12 electrical violations.  These, while not believed
to have contributed to the conditions which caused the
explosion of March 9, 1976, created severe electrical shock
hazards and potential sources for explosive ignitions.  In
his prehearing submission, the Secretary found these viola-
tions were "part of a pervasive failure1' to comply and
stated he believed,

these violations were caused not only by a systemic
failure in electrical maintenance, but also by the
systemic failure to carry out examinations required by
the Coal Act and its standards.  A close look at these
violations demonstrates they did not result from mere
happenstance.  Most were clear, unmistakable breaches
of the electrical protections of the standards, and
ironic evidence of Scotia's 'production at all costs'
attitude; ironic because the investigation revealed
that the mine electrical system, as originally purchased
and installed, was high-grade.

While the $42,500 allocated amounted to a 42% reduction
in the amount initially assessed for these 12 violations, I
find that when viewed in the context of the total settlement 10/
the allocation made was reasonable.

B

The last violation covered by the proffered settlement
involves an alleged excessive accumulation of float coal
dust.  Investigators found excessive float coal dust, which

10/  The average per violation for the 28 violations is
?7,142.85 which is the highest average ever paid for a
comparable number of violations.ane  concentration exceeds
